Before the

FEDERAL COVMUNI CATI ONS COW SSI ON
Washi ngt on, DC. 20554

In the Matter of )
)
Changes in Part 97 ) RM — 10868
Wth Regard to Amateur Radio )
Service Streanlining )

To: The Conmm ssi on

| would i ke to thank the Conm ssion for the opportunity to coment
on RM10868. | am Amat eur Radi o Operat or KCOARF who was licensed in
1997, and | am a Technician C ass operator. | amparticularly active
in Skywarn weat her collection activities, along with Amateur Radio
social activities.

| amnot in favor of this petition. Please consider ny objections:

Worl d Radi o Conference (WRC-03)

1. The WRC-03 session renpoved the international requirenent for Mrse
Code (CW on all Amateur Radio Stations. They amended Article 25 as
foll ows bel ow

Adm nistrations shall determne whether or not a person
seeking a license to operate an anmateur station shal
denonstrate the ability to send and receive texts in Mrse
Code si gnal s.

As of this witing, several countries have al ready rel axed Mrse Code
requi renents, particularly in Europe and the Pacific islands.

believe that it is tinme for the United States to follow suit. Mrse
Code is nmerely a comunications nethod; it is not a test of
intelligence, nor does it bring technical skill to the Amteur Radio
Service. Relaxation of Mdirse Code requirenments are not supported
under RM 10868.

Restructure of America s Amateur Radi o Service

2. | agree with the Radi o Amat eur Foundation that the Amateur Radio
Service (ARS) needs to be re-structured. The FCC presently has 6 ARS
| icense types: Novice, Technician, Technician Plus, Ceneral,

Advanced, and Amateur Extra. Since 2000, the Comm ssion closed new
applicants fromthe Novice and Advanced cl asses, but kept themin

exi stence wi thout nodifying their frequency privil eges.

3. | assert that any restructuring plan should not result with a

| oss of privileges to any one class. For exanple, Technicians should
not | ose spectrumafter re-structure, as they may have assets such as
repeaters in place, and it would be wong to renove them



4. | disagree with the Radi o Amateur Foundation that the Technician
class is a proper entry class license. | personally entered the
Amat eur Radi o Service as a Technician, and found that our |icense

cl ass has trenendous privil eges above 50 MHz, along with a | ot of
responsibility for operations. Today’'s Technician may explore al

ARS opportunities above 50 MHz, with full |egal power. They may
bui | d radi o-based conputer networks, may operate repeaters, nmay
install and configure el aborate renote receive sites on repeaters,
and may send Amateur Television (ATV). Wth so many choi ces, the new
operator has to “ be careful ” and work with others to properly learn
the “ropes” of amateur radio. It should be rather clear to the
Comm ssi on that Technicians have devel oped these talents w thout the
gift of Mdrse Code.

5. Along ny reasoning, | think it is far nore |logical to pronote
today’s Technician to the General C ass, and create a new Novice
class to properly introduce a new operator to the hobby. Simlar to
a Probationary License to learn howto drive a car, | think a Novice
[/ Conmuni cator |icense is nuch nore appropriate introduction to the
Amat eur Radio Service, and feel that we are nuch better off with RW
10867 or RM 10870.

Myt h of Morse Code

6. The bul k of the Radi o Amat eur Foundation’s RM 10868 di scusses
why Morse Code (CW nust be preserved as a license requirenent for
the Amateur Radio Service (ARS). They admit in paragraph 14, for
exanpl e, that other services are “pulling the plug” on CW and even
admt that Maritinme and commercial entities are “ mostly concerned
wi th being able to nove nmassive anobunts of information reliably, and
in a short period of tine.” Wuldn't an ARS station desire a
simlar approach to an energency situation? There are several
conput er standards such as PACTOR, PSK31, and others, with error
correction, that could nove information faster than a CW
conversation. | also disagree with paragraph 15, where RW 10868
states that “nmoving to other nodes of comunication are primarily
noti vated and necessitated by optim zing those comercial interests
and nothing else”. | open the possibility that other services my
change nodes to be nore efficient and capable, and not limting the
organi zation to an ol der, slower nethod.

7. | disagree wth Paragraph 18 s assertion that the *“ best and the
brightest will have little trouble mastering CWin short order...only
if they are so notivated. ” Again, the Radi o Amateur Foundati on
asserts that CWw Il provide for a “super communicator” who is able
to surnount all communications challenges. |f one stops to think
about it, why would the “ best and brightest” study sonething they
know that they have no desire using? | personally choose not to
study Morse Code because | have enough other things going on in life
that | cannot justify the tinme and energy on this hobby pursuit.

Does it make sense that gifted, talented people who can organize
communi cati on operations be banned because they do not understand CW?
| wonder if the goal of paragraph 18 is to further classify and



segment the ARS population. | would further argue that the |ast
particul ar comments sound rather elitist and boastful, a good sign of
a cl ose-m nded group seeking to protect their assets and remain pure.

8. | disagree with paragraphs 23 and 24 that CWw Il magically
survive the nucl ear attack against the United States. Wile the
effects of wi de-spread thernonucl ear exchange are unknown, | woul d be
willing to bet that anyone with radi o equi pmrent woul d be wel cone to
assist. | would further assert that the nore people trained on how
to install antennas and work w thout high-power comrercial gear would
be a greater asset than a trained tel egraph operator. | am curious

on why the Radi o Amat eur Foundation didn’t expand on their nyth that
“CWw Il save the day” and require regular testing of operators to
ensure that code is conplete. It would also follow suit that
operators mght have to build their own equipnent if a disaster |ike
this occurred, yet no provisions are suggested within the proposal to
conpl ete their argunent.

Concl usi ons

9. | disagree with many of the assertions nmade by RM 10868, and
request that the Conmm ssion deny their request. The Radi o Amateur
Foundation’s proposal seeks to preserve at all costs the art of Mrse
Code, yet uses weak argunments to convince the average Amateur Radio
Service citizen on why they should | earn the node. The argunent that
an operator who knows CWis nmuch nore brilliant and capable of a
person is fal se.

Thank you for your consideration.

Chri stian Reynol ds

Amat eur Radi o Oper at or KCOARF
526 Cass St.

Green Bay, W 54301



